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Remarks 

The Abstract has been amended to conform to Abstract 
retirement pointed out by Examiner. 

It is respectfully requested that the Double Patenting 
rejection be held in abeyance until allowable subject nfatter 
is " determined in the present application, at which tj.m^ 
Applicants are prepared to file an appropriate timely j 
disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.130(b). \ 

Applicants' attorney thanks Examiner for the telephone 
interview granted on April 8, 2004. As a result of ; 
clarifications made during the interview, the claims 1 ; h^ve 
been amended to distinguish between requested and actually 
received hypertext Web documents, and also to maintain; 
consistent antecedent relationships between elements; iii the 
claims* : 

As it has turned out, the above described amendheiits 
have, in addition to overcoming the rejection under '35|USC 
112, 2nd paragraph, also served to further distinguish ; the 
amended claims from the newly cited Narayanaswami ! 
(US6, 182, 113) reference. Accordingly, it is submitted j that ; 
claims l f 2, 6-9, 13-16 and 20-24, as amended, are npt; 
anticipated by Narayanaswami under 35 USC 102(e), ? . 

As Applicants pointed out during the interview,; tbey dd 
not claim to be the first to recognize that there may be 
circumstances when the Web documents may be transmitted and ; 
presented in a text only mode. That is essentially ;ali that} 
thfe Narayanaswami teaching has in common with present \ 
invention. ! 

The present invention goes on to provide an 
implementation by which the user is enabled to preseleirt 
those Web documents which when subsequently received! will be 
downloaded in a text-only mode- A convenient applidation of 
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this function would be the bookmarked Web document. i Wljien a ; 
Welp document is bookmarked, the user has already previously , 
viewed and may thus evaluate and preselect the stated of any \ 
subsequent download of the Web document. Similarly, \ a; : 
familiar user may be aware of Web sites and even Webf domains 
which conventionally provide complex Web documents Witji 
elaborate graphics and images. Thus, documents from siich 
sources may be preselected for the text-only download mode. . 
The key to the present invention is that although tl*e j 
requested Web documents a re hypertext doc uments and ; arp 
transmitted from their Web sources as single not multiple 
hvbertext documents, which incl ude graphics, t hev majv fre 
selectively down loaded at the receiving terminals in a| text-j 
only mode or in the defau lt graphics and text mpde r j 

As Figs, 2, 3 A and 3B in Narayanaswami show, tt{e Web 
pages i.e. Web documents are transmitted from the source as 
two different pages; one including graphics and one Iwijth 
text-only (Fig. 3A first Web page is M WS A INCLUDE j 
GRAPHICS", and second Web page is "WS A TEXT ONLY" ) ♦ 

Unlike the above reference, in the present invention, a 
process is set up at the receiving station for storing! a 
listing of such preselected documents or document domains 
whiich are to be displayed in a text-only mode and qomjparing 
received Web documents to the stored list * The same * ' 
hypertext Web document is downloaded and displayed in a 
text-only mode if there is a compare to such a stored i 
document or domain designation. : 

Claims 2, 9, and 16 are further defined as having! a 

i 

bookmark for the requested Web document which indicated ! 
whether the document when received is to be downloaded! in a: 
tejxt-only mode. Narayanaswami, to the contrary, treats: the- ■ 
text-only Web document as a separate Web document f^oraj the • 
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full graphics Web document, and assigns to each a separate 
bopkinark* : j 

Claims 7, 14, and 21 may be further distinguished! from 
the Narayanaswami reference in that they claim the storing 
of; a list at the receiving display station defining -which 
Web documents when received are to be downloaded and j 
displayed in a text -only mode. The teaching of ! 
Nairayanaswami would lead away from such an emboflimerjt in 
that the Web documents of Narayanaswami are already linj the 
te;xt-only format when received, and, thus, would not; rjecjuir^ 
any comparison to such a stored list. j 

New claims 22-24 further set forth that the te^t-pnly 
mode in which the preselected received Web document^ ate 
downloaded and displayed is an ASCII mode. There id nb 
mention of ASCII downloading in Narayanaswami . ! ; 

The rejection of claims 3*5, 10-12, and 17-19 Vfndier 35 : 
US.C 103(a) as unpatentable over the combination of , 
Narayanaswami in view of Duval et al. (US 5 , 884 , 033) jisj also: 
respectfully traversed, j j : 

These claims cover the additional aspect of th$ phresent 
invention of preselecting domains from which Web do^umjents ; 
are. to be downloaded and displayed in a text-only mode;* The 
Examiner admits that Narayanaswami does not disclose this 
and relies on Duvall to make up for this def iciency : ini 
Narayanaswami . j 

It is submitted that about the only thing thatiDuvall ! 
has in common with either the present invention or : i 
Nairayanaswami is that all relate to transmission of \ We|b 
documents- Duvall is no way concerned with problem^ With 
bandwidth or downloading times of Web documents . Duvaill is' 
primarily concerned with the filtering out of objectionable: 
content, particularly sexually explicit content from Wjeb 
documents so that children may be protected. This is rather 



AUS920000273US1 



13 



£088 £if STS 



j j ■ ';! . 
Wed 0^:66 fe-iT-ady 



'0HO:(shiuj) N0I1YM0 , C088 ttl ZISUISO * KUaMSM . WMMmm . Nl mM iLiajs^a] IUV Km milLM 1V0A0H , /li 



PATENT i 
09/627,223 ] 

remote from Web document bandwidth or downloading tifae 
optimization. It would appear that Examiner is promfct^d to 
coil tend that the Duvall patent pornographic filtering tlo be 
an art analogous to Applicants' preselected downloading mode; 
because Duvall predesignates specific known pornographic Web 
sites as those whose Web documents are to filtered fbr j 
sexual content, and the present invention preselects] \ 
documents from selected sites for a text-only download] 

Applicants submit that Narayanaswami does not consider 
the web site or the source of their Web documents fo£ $ny ■ ; 
put-pose. Thus the only suggestion that Duvall would bi 
selected by such criteria would come only from the p£e$ent 
invention. Combinations of references can not be madejbasedi 
upon applicants' own teaching, i 

Thus, if we would look to the teachings of the jtw<^ 
references alone why would one skilled in. the art be; lid to ; 
combine disclosures from the technology of filtering! W^b 
documents for sexual content with disclosures from 
optimizing Web download capacities? 

In view of the foregoing, claims 1-24 are submitted to ; 
be- in condition for allowance, and such allowance id \ 
respectfully requested 
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PLEASE MAIL ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO: 
Mark Walker 

IPL8W Dept, - I MAD 4054 
IBM Corporation 
11400 Burnet Road 
Austin, Texas 78758 
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